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NW Transportation/Environmental Policy Summit

Environmental Streamlining

Issue

What is “environmental streamlining” and what do we need to do about it?

The Transportation Equity Act of the 21st Century (TEA-21) directs the Secretary of the U.S.
Department of Transportation to work with the heads of the other federal agencies to streamline
the environmental review of transportation projects.  TEA-21 suggests the development of a
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between the environmental agencies and the
Department of Transportation outlining a streamlined review process including agreed upon
shortened review time frames.  The transportation agencies can provide funding to
environmental review agencies in order to facilitate an expedited review….but again, what is
“environmental streamlining” and what do we need to do about it?

Background

Given that TEA-21 is the largest public works spending bill ever, environmental streamlining
represents incredible challenges and opportunities for many diverse yet transportation-related
state and federal programs.  Some examples of interagency opportunities include habitat
conservation, watershed planning, and growth management.  A more detailed list is included in
Appendix C1.

Congressional expectations for “environmental streamlining” are contained in Section 1309 of
TEA-21.  A copy of Sec 1309 and a statement by Senator John Chafee, Chair, Senate
Committee on the Environment and Public Works are provided in Appendices C2 and C3,
respectively.  In response, the Departments of Transportation, Interior, Agriculture, and
Commerce and the Army Corps of Engineers, Environmental Protection Agency, and Advisory
Council on Historic Preservation signed a National Memorandum of Understanding on
Environmental Streamlining in July 1999 (Appendix C4).  This agreement stressed the two goals
of reducing project delays and protecting and enhancing environmental quality.

The following table gives a sense of how TEA-21's $217 billion over six years will impact
northwest states.  Given current issues submitted by state and federal agencies (Appendix B),
increased funding of TEA-21 will indeed challenge environmental streamlining goals of reducing
project delays and protecting and enhancing environmental quality. 

State Annual Funding Averages
(1)

Change in Total
Funding, TEA-21

vs. ISTEA (2)

Idaho $  202,849,000 61.9%

Oregon $  323,885,000 49.9%

Washington $  467,871,000 37.2%
       (1)  TEA-21 User’s Guide, Surface Transportation Policy Project, 1998. p. 53
        (2)  TEA-21 User’s Guide, Surface Transportation Policy Project, 1998. p. 8



II.2

State and regional federal offices have also been actively responding to the congressional
challenge of environmental streamlining.  The Mid-Atlantic states were first with an Executive
Summit held in Philadelphia on January 27, 1999.  The success of this model prompted
Secretary of Transportation, Rodney Slater and EPA Administrator, Carol Browner to jointly
request in a June 24, 1999 letter, similar executive-level meetings across the country.  The
Southwest Region Executive Summit was held in Texas in September 1999.   Next will be the
Northwest Transportation/Environmental Policy Summit scheduled for Seattle on January 6,
2000 and the Region 8 Transportation/Environmental Partnership Summit scheduled for Denver
on January 26, 2000.     

At the national level, there is an ongoing process to follow up general goals of the National MOU
with a more specific Action Plan.  The current draft includes five priorities:

1.  National Leadership
2.  Coordinated Strategies and Effective Communications
3.  Training/Technical Support
4.  Alternative Dispute Resolution
5.  Performance Measures   

Our next step is to move from the congressional mandate, National MOU, draft National Action
Plan, and lessons from other summits to understandings, agreements, and commitments that
make sense for the northwest states of Idaho, Oregon, and Washington.

The environmental review process for transportation projects includes numerous federal and
state laws and is conducted by numerous agencies.  Many of the environmental reviews take
place at different stages of the transportation planning/project development process, and any
one of these reviews can result in the modification of project concept and/or alignment.  While
the modifications may benefit the resource area currently under review, other resources may be
negatively impacted because of that modification.  Balancing the impacts to the wide variety of
resources typically found in the study area for a transportation project is difficult, especially when
environmental reviews are done sequentially and in an isolated manner.

Sequential reviews of transportation projects often have had sequential review periods as well,
and the resolution of those concerns often requires additional review time.  For example, the
Clean Water Act Section 404 permit review historically occurred after both the completion of the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requirements and the final design for a transportation
project.  The 404 permit review would often require a re-analysis of project alternatives because
the NEPA review was not detailed enough for the purposes of the Clean Water Act
requirements.  As a result, transportation agencies would have to analyze new alternatives and
redesign the project.

In the mid 1990's, the states in the Northwest each undertook development of their own
individual NEPA/404 agreements and developed a process which integrated the Clean Water
Act Section 404 requirements into the National Environmental Policy Act review for
transportation projects within their own states.

The integrated NEPA/404 process is a broad framework which was intended to be modified by
each state to fit their transportation planning process.  The integrated NEPA/404 process should
have helped to expedited the review of transportation projects.  However, actual field experience
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has yielded very different results than expected.  In some cases on very complex projects,
during the NEPA/404 process the State DOT’s have found difficulties in getting concurrence
from the regulatory/resource agencies at the major milestones.  In the past they had trouble
getting permits after the NEPA process had been completed.

Next Steps

The TEA-21 Environmental Streamlining Provision promotes the development of a coordinated,
streamlined process like the integrated NEPA/404 process.  TEA-21 also requires the integration
of environmental considerations into the statewide and metropolitan transportation planning
process.  In order to truly streamline the environmental review of transportation projects, a more
holistic review of both the transportation and environmental processes must be undertaken. 
While the integrated NEPA/404 process has been in operation for 4-5 years with mixed success,
the process can be expanded to include other environmental review processes, such as Clean
Air Act Conformity, Historic Preservation, Section 4(f), Agricultural protection, and to update and
revise the processes.

Recommendation/Actions

1.  Establish a set of principles that conveys a policy-level commitment to collaboration
among agencies of state and federal government.  This action by agency executives would
be a clear signal that  more collaboration is expected as staff resources become more
constraining and community problems more interdependent on multiple agencies of
government. 

Action:  Discuss and modify as needed the following draft cooperative agreement and
either adopt it or commit to a process to develop a cooperative agreement.  (This
cooperative agreement is almost identical to the MOU developed from January through
March 1999 in response to the Mid-Atlantic States Summit.)

Action:  Examine current agreements with other agencies and determine what is working
and what is not working. (Information from a number agencies regarding current
agreements and forums are included in Appendix B, e.g., each state has a NEPA/404
merger agreement.)
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Data and Information Sharing Management
edited by: Shari Schaftlein, 360-705-7446, draft version 12/27/99

Issue:   Without a shared, accurate, state-of-the-art, and easily accessible spatial and
informational network, diverse regional administrative entities cannot achieve the
increases in productivity and efficiency needed to achieve meaningful environmental
streamlining.

Objectives:  To determine what spatial and informational data is currently available in
Idaho, Washington and Oregon and determine: (1) what the resource and transportation
agencies have and need, and (2) How we can work together to share data and
personnel.

Issues Excerpts: The Issues Paper (Appendix B) was reviewed and common themes
relative to data and information management have been culled out and summarized as
the following points:

• The sharing and financing of agency personnel has focused on obtaining permits and
concurrence on EIS decision points.  However the logical extension of this approach
is limited if people have set up a process and funded agency staff only to be stymied
still by lack of data to make a good decisions. 

• The data and analysis for environmental science decisions is not on a level playing
with engineering decisions.   The variety and variability of data used in Environmental
Science drastically differs from that of engineering data.   The time frame for trend
analysis and confidence w/ decisions varies, i.e., we have built roads for 2000 years
and wetlands for 20; thus leading to conservative decisions that confound
engineering managers.

• Engineering managers are confounded by the permitting agencies dependency on
professional judgment that is based on experiences and extrapolated data.   The
focus on developing standards and guidance to reduce this dependency must extend
to data in the form of building common information criteria.

• The effort to communicate often and early will be valuable if the organizing tool upon
which dialogue is based revolves around scoping data needs.  The dialogue must
expand between permit, policy, and data professionals and there must be
commitments to “feed” the data system.

• Building trust must extend to the data world to accept and exchange data with each
other.

• Given that every environmental impact is heavily regulated, it necessitates equal
commitments to gathering all applicable data, a weak link in the environmental and
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natural resource data world leads to a weak link in the sequence of EIS and
Permitting processes.

• Our ability to manage transportation and environmental issues on a regional
(watershed, ecosystem) basis will be dependent on merging the data worlds of
transportation planning and resource management planning.   Forays into
programmatic and general permits is making this increasingly clear.

Background on Environmental and Transportation Data and their Link to
Streamlining (example maps are in the briefing binder - Data Tab)

Different levels of analysis require different levels of data accuracy and detail.   Some
important categories include:

1) Four scales of analysis needed in transportation decision making.

• 20 year Transportation System Level Planning - Example: statewide habitat
connectivity/fragmentation will be dramatically influenced by the $20 Billion
dollars of investments identified in the System Plan.

Transportation systems and projects cross multiple habitats (landcovers in
this map example). Habitat and environmental conditions of every watershed
and for every natural resource in the state need to be considered in order to
deliver these major activities in an environmentally responsible way. 
Information and data on drainage, habitats, land ownership and management,
soils & geology, environmental hazards, and resource conservation and
protection areas can be viewed in context to transportation system projects. 

• Corridor Planning/Watershed Scale - Example: Mitigation investments can be
bundled to address multi-year phased in improvements along a corridor or a
mitigation investment from a single project can be focused on a watershed
need rather than on-site. Watershed based analysis can reveal opportunities
for partnership and cooperation that can improve habitat systems.  Shared
information about mitigation, restoration, recovery, and protection projects can
help leverage funding and (often) increase the effective benefit to the habitat
systems as a whole.  Information about major transportation system activities
and plans can improve the design of resource agency funded habitat recovery
projects. Information coordination efforts such as the Federal Geographic
Data Committee’s (US Dept. of Interior) Spatial Data Framework data projects
help assure that data and information from habitat projects can be
communicated consistently between organizations.

• Sub-basin Evaluation- Example: The onsite impacts and mitigation investment
for stormwater is most optimized through data and modeling on a sub-basin
scale. Sub-basin evaluation helps identify opportunities to plan projects like
retrofitting road culverts for improved fish passage and designing construction
projects to reduce flood damage.  Sharing sub-basin scale data on drainage,
elevation, soils, land cover, and current and planned land uses can identify
conditions and anticipated changes that can improve the design of these
roadway projects, or could lead to DOT projects being sited beyond the right-
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of-way, up/downstream to better provide habitat and infrastructure protection.

• Project Location Site - Example: Site plans that show project footprint
influence permit application and conditions and guide the contractor. 
Eventually, project planning and development starts to focus on each
individual project location and the environmental conditions of that project
location.  A wide variety of information is useful here to identify what
environmental permits are needed, and whether or not various regulations
apply. Often, the best source of data for these purposes comes from the
regulatory or resource management agency themselves, or their county level
counterparts.

Of critical importance are physiographic and environmental data inventories
done for transportation project site plans.  Considerable amounts of money
are spent by DOTs in surveying (design scale mapping of) conditions within
the right of way (and beyond in some cases).  The data gathered in these
surveys are accurate enough for engineering design work, and can include
drainage (topography), soils, wetlands, toxic hazards, and protected habitat
areas.  Capturing this data and feeding it back to resource management
agencies could enhance the available information for all.

2) Transportation Owned Lands & Environmental Features/Land spatial data layers:

Transportation agencies have responsibilities for both land and infrastructure
management.  Retrofit analysis and prioritization, maintenance documentation, and
trend analysis are all dependent on inventory activities.  The table below highlights
WSDOT’s inventory status. 

Current Managed Data Data In Development Desirable Data

• stormwater outfalls
• best management practice sites
• fish barriers
• unstable slopes
• emergency flood repair sites
• mitigation recommendations
• plant occurrences
• deerkill locations

• special roadside
maintenance zones

• cultural resources predictive
model (SHPO)

• flood damage & repair sites
(all)

• spatial right-
of-way data

• noise
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3) Regulatory Compliance and Performance - Example: emergency permits are
issued as a result of natural disasters (floods, landslides, windstorms, fires): to develop
programmatic permits, information is needed on spatial trends in permits issued,
cumulative impacts, and compliance on previously issued permits.  The National
Cooperative Highway Research Program Project 25-23 will provide a national model for
Environmental Management Information System for Transportation Projects (see Briefing
Binder Data Tab).

Findings on Obstacles:

*  Some Senior Managers and Directors have had limited education and work experience
in Data and Information Management; organizations are not doing strategic planning or
financing in response to the fundamental changes and opportunities available in the
information age.

*  No agency, federal or state, is taking responsibility for comprehensive data
management coordination between local, state, federal, and tribal governments.

*  Clarity is needed on mapping scale and responsibility: Federal: 1:100,000 to 500,000;
State 1:100,000 to 1:24,000; Local 1:2000 or better.

*  Existing interagency forums are primarily informal with none to limited resources
directed to coordination.

*  Piecemeal financing

*  No clear legislative “home” committee to receive proposals

Findings on Progress:  Investments in data and information management and
coordination efforts vary considerably between states and agencies.   The four
categories below offer a framework for beginning a discussion on data management
relative to transportation/environmental streamlining.  Some details on the forums and
projects can be found in the Briefing Binder Appendix, while examples are listed below,
further collating efforts are needed to complete the three state assessment.  A survey
instrument that will aid benchmarking is enclosed for consideration.

1. Intra-agency forums:
  WSDOT:  Data Council; Planning and Environmental Office monthly mtgs.

Coordinating Technology Process Improvement Team; Shared Application 
Maintenance Unit
ODOT:
IDOT:

2.  Inter-agency state forums:
WA:  Geographic Information Council and sub-committees on spatial data 
framework projects; Integrated Natural Resource Data System, Pacific Salmon 
Information Network
OR:  Oregon Road Base Information Team (ORBITS)
ID:

3.  Inter-agency multi-state forums
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Interorganizational Resource Information Coordinating Council (IRICC) 

Transportation Strike Team (working w/ WA Framework Groups).

4. Data Projects Underway
WSDOT:  see list in Briefing Binder - Data Tab
ODOT:
IDOT:

Recommendations:

1) Assess which data resource agencies are requesting Transportation Organizations
provide. Partner with the resource agencies to determine data needs and  the extent
to which resource agencies are producing the appropriate data.  Identify data related
to decision support vs. performance monitoring.

2) As resource agencies develop mapping and data sets, they should treat
Transportation. Organizations as customers to obtain feedback and determine
mutual value added actions. 

3) As Transportation Organizations develop mapping and data sets, they should consult
appropriate resource agencies to obtain feedback and determine mutual value added
actions.

4) FHWA division offices, in cooperation with FHWA headquarters, needs to determine
funding eligibility components of TEA 21 and discretionary funds dedicated towards
data and information management activities supporting streamlining.

5) Develop and link, via the Internet, interagency catalogues of information (i.e., GIS
data themes, technical documents, indexes, lists, compilations, and other information
products) relevant to transportation and environmental streamlining issues.

6) Transportation Organizations fund data gathering by consultants during EIS
development, permit acquisition, and corridor planning work.   The feasibility of and
standards for storing, cataloging, collating and sharing this information should be
evaluated and developed.

7) Commit to the creation of a shared transportation GIS and informational data base,
geared to environmental streamlining and in alignment with state implementation of
national spatial data framework efforts, that would be accessible by all regional
administrative entities through the Internet.

8) Develop joint-agency programmatic standards and guidelines for achieving
environmental data streamlining.
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Action Items (lead and participants TBD)

1. Create, enhance, and support opportunities for the sharing of  transportation/
environmental streamlining data, personnel, and expertise.

2. Distribute a short survey to determine Transportation Agencies resources dedicated
to  internal data and external data environmental projects, number of intra- and inter-
agency forums related to data, and amount of technical and policy related input
provided to Resource Agency data work.

3.  Host an annual data forum focused on transportation/environmental streamlining
data needs and the strategies to sustain a shared multi-agency information network.

4. Determine early action data coordination projects, co-prepare a budget proposal and
have participating agency directors co-present requests to legislative/congressional
committees.

5. Develop a phased effort to create and link agency information catalogues.

6.  FHWA division offices will:
 

a) coordinate with FHWA headquarters to produce a listing of all funding available
for environmental data management.  This list will include funding listed in TEA-
21 as well as discretionary funding available from FHWA,

b) provide the list of funding sources to the state DOTs,

c) request additional funding/discretionary funds will be compiled based on needs
discussion with the state, and

d) a strategy developed for obtaining additional funds.
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PROCESS ISSUES

A. DOT planning and design processes need to include and address sufficient
environmental issues and concerns.

B. Need programmatic permitting, resource protection and enforcement approaches to
save everyone time, and provide better resource protection.

Objectives:

1. Ensure environmental concerns and compliance issues are incorporated earlier into
the planning, design and construction phases when developing transportation
projects.

2. Develop programmatic approaches, and implement or revise existing agreements to
provide a balance of a streamlined review of transportation projects and permit
decisions while providing for environmental protection, enhancement, and recovery.
Develop jointly agreed upon BMPs and win/win outcomes.

3. Develop partnerships and issue papers between State and Federal agencies to
identify mechanisms for solutions to be presented to state legislators, or congress
as needed.

Challenges:

1. Not enough resource agency staff to meet DOT workload needs.

2. Agency commitments to implement agreements are not being met.

3. Lack of training, compliance process or follow-up to ensure agreements are being
implemented.

4. Restrictions by federal legislation (specifically for emergency relief funding).

Recommendations/Actions

1. Taking steps to ensure resource and regulatory agencies and DOT environmental
staff get involved earlier and more thoroughly during planning, and in major project
problem/solution identification, rather than after agreements are made on project
delivery.

 Actions:
• Empower DOT Environmental staff to have authority to make and influence

decisions in DOT project planning and design.
• Require DOT Environmental staff be present on all planning and design

exercises for projects.
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• Train DOT Environmental Staff on resource and regulatory issues, so they can
better represent resource agencies during early planning efforts.

• Develop process revisions agreed to by the agencies that define when it is most
effective to get resource and regulatory agencies involved – similar to JPIT
NEPA reinvention.

2. Develop environmental guidelines agreed to by resource and regulatory agencies
and DOT’s to facilitate expedited permit review, improve commitments to
environmental compliance, and which work towards salmon recovery and improved
watershed health.

 
Actions:

• Agencies commit to develop or finalize appropriate guidelines by State, and
agree to implement them once developed.

• Agencies commit to update agreements that are not working, such as
NEPA/404.

• Agencies commit to implement existing agreements, and monitor successes or
make revisions that are needed.

• Develop guidelines to use during emergencies, including a pre-emergency
imminent threat approach that reduces the need for emergency work, and allows
federal funds for this work.

3. Develop programmatic review and/or certification processes to reduce project-by-
project workload and improve environmental successes.
Actions:
• Develop regional technical standards and guidelines that  provide compliance

and implementing requirements for use with programmatic permit approvals (at a
minimum for emergency repair work, and for ESA compliance).

• Agencies reach agreement on needs for watershed priorities and habitat
recovery plans (i.e. on-site versus watershed mitigation).

• Agencies establish an agreed upon method to use mitigation obligation funds for
implementing the recovery needs of watersheds and listed species.

4. Establish a process where DOT is accountable for self monitoring and compliance of
environmental permits and regulations.

Actions:
• Empower DOT Environmental staff to address on-site needs of projects for

permit and regulatory compliance.

• Establish self auditing and monitoring program for DOT Environmental staff.
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• Get commitment by DOT management to implement existing environmental
agreements.

• Complete a  DOT and resource/regulatory agency compliance approach for DOT
projects.

5. Long Term – Improve environmental protection and avoidance measures.

Actions:

• Seek long-term solutions for emergency relief projects rather than only
implementing and funding repeat repairs.

• Establish a funding and streamlined permit process for imminent threat work for
pre-emergency repairs to avoid more costly and more environmentally damaging
emergency repair work.

• Develop better agency relationships and cross-cultural connections that
recognize the interdependence between government agencies.

• Develop a process that incorporates DOT planning with the local government
planning offices – don’t second guess local decisions.
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Resources

Issue:
Environmental streamlining requires early, continued and consistent involvement of
qualified, technical regulatory and resource agency staff; availability of data and
information regarding the status and trends of the natural and built environments; and
investment in interagency and public process improvement. Environmental streamlining
efforts would also be strengthened by use of highway funds for environmental
enhancements that repair past damage or otherwise lower the potential for cumulative
impacts from projects.

Background:

While federal funding for transportation has increased and state funding has generally
increased or remained the same in the recent past; funding for most regulatory and
resource agencies has effectively decreased.  Further, while this imbalance in the need
and availability of resource and regulatory staff has been developing; transportation
issues have been becoming more urgent and complex due to increased growth and
development in the northwest, our emergence as a force in the global economy,
numerous listings under the Endangered Species Act and emerging environmental
awareness.  These trends have stressed not only staff availability but just as important,
the availability and management of data and information necessary to make informed
decisions. These recent trends have highlighted the investment needed in process
development to facilitate the coordination and collaboration of diverse state and federal
agencies, tribes, the public and special interest groups.  TEA-21 has made funds
available for environmental enhancements.

Objectives:

The objectives for this discussion are to agree on the need for augmenting resources
available for staffing, data collection and management, process improvement and
environmental enhancements; and to identify steps to be taken to meet the stated
resource needs.
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Obstacles to increased resources:

• Historically, construction and maintenance of State highway infrastructure has been the
highest or only priority;

 
• Perceived legal constraints - i.e., TEA-21 funds can only be used for federal agency staff,

or transportation activity (narrowly defined).
• 
• Political constraints to non-highway use of the funds.
 
• Access to TEA-21 funds for enhancement of water quality, habitat or wetlands is difficult.

 Funding priorities under Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of
1991(ISTEA) have been for bicycling and pedestrians facilities, historic properties, and
scenic highways.

Incentives for increasing resources agency staff, data and process improvement:

• Dedicated staff at the resource and regulatory agencies will guarantee availability for
their highway projects;

 
• Dedicated staff facilitate consistency in decisions and determinations;
 
• Accurate information can lessen uncertainty and guide more efficient project planning

and development.
 
• Decision making will be more timely and efficient.  Timely resource agency decisions

making allows more efficient use of transportation resources and money.
 
• TEA-21 allows the use of money in this manner.
 
• Dedicated staff can learn the realities and practical needs and practices of the regulated

agency, build relationships and foster trust.
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Examples of Recommendations/Action Items:

1. This group recommends to Congress that it include line item authority to fund state and
federal resource and regulatory agencies to assist in streamlining transportation projects.

Action Item:  Letter from Northwest States to USDOT and appropriate congressional
members.

 
2. Within each state, the state highway agency work with its partners to establish

mechanisms to fund resource and regulatory agency needs.

Action Item:  Each state works with its congressional delegations and lobbyists to
address resource needs.

 
 
3. Incorporate funding solutions into state specific interagency agreements (refer to the

Cooperative Agreement).

Action Item:  Each state convenes an internal meeting or other mechanism to strategize
how to bring state resources to bear on these resource needs.

(State agencies are shorthanded on staff even for their own tasks and mandates, which is a
problem to overcome.)
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What resources have been made available to resource agencies to date?

Funding for Regulatory and Resource Agencies

State Funding Positions Federal Agencies State Agencies Comments

Idaho $300k 3 FTE NMFS, USFWS,
Corps

- -

Oregon $310k 4 FTE NMFS ODFW, DEQ Internal problems getting NMFS contract (IGA)
executed. DEQ position not to be renewed.

Washington * 14 FTE NMFS, USFWS,
Corps, EPA

WSFW, WDOE * Due to passage of initiative I-695 funding cutback
by $459K and fund only 5-9 FTE’s

California $2 million 21 FTE NMFS, USFWS
Corps, EPA

State Fish and
Game

-

Montana $300k 3 FTE USFWS, Corps State EPA Corps treat State DOT like private business and want
all monies up front.

Colorado $100k 1 FTE USFWS - -

North Dakota - - - - No plans to fund outside agencies.

South Dakota - - - - No need to provide funding for resource agencies.

Wyoming - - - - Looking into staffing problems of their agencies
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Excerpts from Issue Statements:

Idaho Transportation Department:
The Idaho Transportation Department (ITD) has the following issues and concerns related to streamlining
the environmental streamlining:

The need for early involvement and coordination with resource agencies-- Environmental issues are better
accommodated and better served when considered in early planning.  This requires a commitment from
agencies to make personnel available for scoping and merger meetings, site reviews and etc.

A timely response from agencies is necessary—planning cannot proceed with out agency input; NEPA
documents cannot be completed without approvals, opinions and permits. Implementing agencies should
also be aware of resource agency workloads

Idaho Department of Water Resources:
Pre-planning to address environmental can alleviate some of the time delay experienced due to need to
set priorities at the permitting level.  At the state permitting level there are not enough resources to stop
review of many produce to give priority to numerous highway projects to try to resolve issues which could
have been addressed by pre-application review.

Idaho Department of Fish and Game:
The main concern IDFG has is:

We have the data and expertise to prepare BAs on species of special concern and listed species.  IDT
commonly hires consultants to do this work.  IDT and IDFG are currently working together to develop a
mutually beneficial program to streamline environmental review and make the most efficient use of the
TEA-21 funds.

Oregon Department of Transportation:
Instability of Transportation and Environmental Financing and Agendas.  All too often the best laid
environmental plans, strategies, and actions are compromised or sacrificed in the face of irregular and
limited financing and changing political agendas.  Many best management practices, desirable outcomes,
enhancement opportunities, balanced resource tradeoffs, and the like are compromised or abandoned in
the face of fiscal uncertainty or austerity; dueling regulations, guidelines, and practices (in the areas of
safety, liability, engineering design standards, etc. versus sound environmental practice); and changing
political priorities.  Politics and finances rather than rational science often prevail in decision-making,
rendering outcomes somewhat irrational and less than satisfactory environmentally.

Oregon Department of Environmental Quality:
Unmet Needs:  Air Quality plans are still needed for many areas due to limited resources for planning
staff.  Ongoing interagency consultation consumes a significant amount of staff resources that are
currently funded with fungible funds.  Modeling requires an ongoing commitment of resources for
interagency consultation and staff training.  Training opportunities for AQ planning staff are limited but this
need may be met through the Oregon Modeling Steering Committee.  Given competing non-point source
needs, DEQ resources are not available for coordination and consultation with ODOT on proposed road
projects.  There are no DEQ resources available for a comprehensive evaluation of the water quality
impacts of the state highway system, to evaluate data needs, or develop criteria for prioritization.  Training,
staff resources, and data to assess compliance with habitat standard.

Oregon Fish and Wildlife Department:
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ODOT has paid for two ODFW personnel which can now attend most of the corridor planning meetings. 
Adequate staff in resource agencies need to be allotted to address all transportation issues.  Big picture
approach needs to take into account land use planning and all transportation agencies not just State
(county and cities).

Washington Department of Transportation:
Resource and regulatory agencies do not appear to have the resources to commit to true early and
continual coordination, especially for the large and long-term projects that require it most.  Consider the
following as action items:

*  participate in shared strategic planning sessions with customers
*  provide for job rotations amongst agencies
*  co-finance positions
*  changes to policy and rules should only be generated through negotiate rulemaking processes

Now with the current I-695 cloud, I doubt we will have enough resources to keep spill planning moving at
more than a snail's pace.  There is no reason to wave the flag if we don't have any funding to share our
experiences with these folks. 

Effective early coordination for transportation projects requires that work be ‘front loaded’ into the planning
and scoping phases, as well as the traditional environmental document review and permitting processes. 
Meeting those needs stresses the resource agency and transportation agency resources.

WSDOT prior to I-695 cutbacks had committed to funding 14 resource agency staff, this will be cut back
by $450,000, so likely only nine positions will be fully funded.  We are still evaluated some funding for all
agencies.

The authorization in TEA-21 for funding resource agencies is not used as intended.  There are many
funding and contracting obstacles to overcome to take advantage of this provision.  Congressional
intervention is necessary to achieve the intent of streamlining. 

Salmon and Bull trout listings have create an obvious, significant issue for public works agencies.  These
listings have the potential to impact projects almost anywhere in the state.  Section 7 ESA consultations
have become increasingly complex as we now are addressing aquatic systems in urbanized areas. Many
more projects will require consultation than ever before and many more parties are involved, particularly
local agencies.  We have a severe workload problem with processing consultations with NMFS and
growing problem with USFWS due to lack of staff resources in these agencies.  In addition, these new
listings have raised new technical issues related to project effects and overlap of federal regulations
(ESA/CWA).  This has necessitated a response emphasizing creativity, adaptability, information
exchange.

Washington Department of Ecology:
Staffing at NMFS and USFWS to complete agency programmatic approvals, habitat conservation plans,
and to prepare biological opinions on DOT biological assessments.

         * Identification of priority habitats for species recovery so DOT can focus mitigation efforts in these
areas.

         * Money for WSDOT to remove identified fish passage barriers.

         * Improved planning by DOT, working with the resource agencies to identify critical areas necessary
for avoidance and recovery (goal of NEPA PIT process), and flexibility by agencies to allow these
areas to be purchased and restored or preserved with mitigation dollars.
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         * Education to WSDOT maintenance and construction staff on critical salmon habitat and needs for
recovery (especially during emergency situations - see item c. below).

Significant Progress:

• WSDOT has 2 funded positions at NMFS working on WSDOT and Trans-Aid project review.
 WSDOT also has 1 funded position at Ecology working on programmatic approvals for
Corps and Ecology permits.

Watershed plans have not been completed and priorities have not been identified.  Staff unable to
complete revisions to Ecology’s stormwater manual requirements.

Washington State Department of Natural Resources - Resource Planning & Asset
Management Division:
DNR has staffing constraints (and other resource constraints) and cannot usually respond quickly to any
given project.  Solutions could be:  have consistent, early input on a regular basis with near and long range
capital facilities planning and/or enter into a contract where WSDOT agrees to pay DNR for staff time
associated with any given project on a time/cost accounting system.

Washington Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation:
Unmet Needs:  More GIS data relative to environmental analysis.  Better defined federal regulations (ESA,
36CFRSOO, etc.).

Federal Highway Administration - Washington Division:
Limited NMFS and USFWS staff and evolving policies in response to the salmonid listings are causing
delays in obtaining the concurrences or Biological Opinions required under Section 7 of the ESA.  WSDOT
and FHWA have worked with NMFS and USFWS on developing programmatic agreements for Biological
Assessments, and establishing thresholds for effect determinations. The limited staffing and unanswered
scientific questions are hampering completion of these efforts. This is the highest priority issue I’ve
identified. 

Federal Highways Administration - Federal Western Lands:
The ESA issue arises when the NMFS, and even the FWS at times, routinely considers relatively
moderate encroachments into waterways and/or riparian zones as impacts that are "likely to adversely
affect " fish species. This triggers a lot of extra data collection, analysis, coordination/consultation and
mitigation that is time consuming, expensive and not always effective.  If more common highway
activities/projects could be covered in some sort of programmatic review process, and more related
environmental protection/mitigation/enhancement could be accomplished on an areawide/offsite basis
(maybe by the resource agencies using transportation funding) there might be more efficiencies for
everyone.

 Water related permits have become more complicated and time consuming requiring extensive mitigation
and construction restrictions when T & E species are present. This often eliminates the use of more
general (streamline) permits, like the Sec 404 NWP's, that normally can save time and effort.
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency:
The NEPA process should be moved into the early stages of transportation planning.  We are making
progress in this regard in Washington via the Joint Project Improvement Team and the three streamlining
pilots. WSDOT has lead this effort.  Our greatest unmet need is staffing.  We do not have the people to
engage in all the important projects in the region.

US Forest Service - Region 1 (N. Idaho):
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Our agency resources for coordinating highway related environmental concerns are very limited.

How do we get funding to do this work?
This is a serious issue.  So far, people like Jay Gore, Jim Claar, and myself have contributed thousands of
dollars developing maps, broadscale proposals, site specific proposals (Highway 278 in Montana).  Not a
single dollar has come from highway funds - totally supported by the Forest Service Endangered Species
Program.  Also, biologists at the Forest and District levels do not have the funds to provide critical
information to protect National Forest resources and to build highways that provide realistic coordination of
fish and wildlife resources.  Land management agency biologist should and must be involved to provide
information on linkages for FS, BLM, FWS and NPS habitat.  State biologists should also be involved.  If
we can't solve the funding issues, these concerns and crossing structures simply will never go beyond the
"idea stage." We're losing important options almost every day. I believe that highway agencies have the
primary responsibility to fund this work - or at least should contribute towards an interagency approach.
Perhaps on a "cost sharing basis."

Bureau of Land Management - Oregon & Washington:
Lack of funding and trained staff to develop, implement, and maintain a sophisticated, accurate,
up-to-date, GIS statewide transportation data base in a timely manner is a major problem.  Currently we
have the staff, and maybe the funding, to accomplish this goal in about three years time.  Linking spatial
data with non-spatial attributes, along with field verification of the data are very time consuming and
funding dependent.  Sophisticated, up-to-date, fully integrated, universal (i.e., showing all roads,
everywhere, regardless of ownership or status).  GIS data base that is fully compatible and shareable with
multiple government agency (federal, state, county, and tribal) GIS data bases is the single most
important tool needed to streamline environmental compliance processes.  An equally important
requirement is to have the trained people and funding to utilize the GIS data to get environmental review
and compliance in a timely manner.  This is especially important when dealing with Level 1 and Level 2
environmental consultations required under Biological Opinions for the protection of endangered species.

         * Lack of transportation data base hardware/software compatibility between, and within, different
government agency GIS data bases (i.e., Forest Service and BLM ) makes the sharing of data
difficult or very inefficient at best.  This problem translates into inefficiencies in environmental
reviews and compliance.

         * Lack of consistent and environmentally meaningful definitions of categories of roads and status
(i.e., open, closed, paved, unpaved, maintenance levels, decommissioning, etc.) between
different agency transportation data bases creates confusion and adds many errors and
inefficiencies in data interpretation, and complicates and slows the environmental compliance
review process.

         * Scattered and checkerboard land ownership patterns, together with reciprocal rights of way
agreements between BLM and private entities makes it nearly impossible to change road status to
achieve environmental compliance in many areas in Western Oregon.
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         * Lack of funding to maintain or upgrade many miles of roads creates large maintenance backlogs
and safety and environmental hazards, that delay or prevent environmental compliance.  And
conversely, Biological Opinions and lack of funding and qualified people to do consultations and
supervise corrective actions in a timely manner can prevent needed road maintenance from
taking place, creating safety hazards.

         * Increases in environmental requirements as a result of clean water, endangered species listings,
and increases in recreational uses of public lands, together with decreasing budgets and
personnel slow environmental compliance reviews and surveys.
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ODFW/ODOT Coordinator
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Newport 97365OR
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PO Box 37

Mr. Randy Reeve
541-265-3434

randall.n.reeve@odot.state.or.us

Western Region Manager

Oregon Division of State Lands
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503-378-3805 x244
775 Summer Street NE

Mr. Earle Johnson
503-378-4844

earle.johnson@dsl.state.or.us

Asst. Reg. Administrator for Growth
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U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Portland 97204OR
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U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Seattle 98101WA

Region 10, Geographic Implementation Unit
206-553-8574

1200 Sixth Avenue, MS ECO-088
Park Place Building

Mr. Rick Parkin
206-553-6984

parkin.richard@epamail.epa.gov

Chief

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Portland 97232-4181OR

Region 1, Division of Federal Activities
503-231-2068

911 NE 11th Avenue

Mr. Mark Bagdovitz
503-231-2050

mark_bagdovitz@fws.gov

Divn. Mgr., Federal Activities

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Lacey 98503-1273WA

360-753-5831
510 Desmond Drive SE, Suite 102

Mr. Lynn Childers
360-753-9008

lynn_childres@fws.gov

Federal Activities Supervisor

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Portland 97266OR

Oregon State Office
503-231-6179

2600 SE 98th, #100

Mr. Ronald Garst
503-231-2364

ron_garst@fws.gov

Regional Environmental Coordinator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Portland 97232-4181OR

Region 1
503-231-2068

911 NE 11th Avenue

Ms. Abbey Kucera
503-231-2050

abigail_kucera@fws.gov

Chief, Regulatory Branch

US Department of Army, Corps of Engineers

Walla Walla 98362WA

Walla Walla District
509-527-7151

201 N. Third Avenue

Mr. Bradley Daly
509-527-7823

brad.a.daly@nww01.usace.army.mil

Chief, Regulatory Branch

US Department of Army, Corps of Engineers

Portland 97208-2946OR

Portland District
503-808-4370

PO Box 2946

Mr. Lawrence Evans
503-808-4375

lawrence.c.evans@nwp01.usace.ar
my.mil

Regulatory Program Manager

US Department of Army, Corps of Engineers

Portland 97208-2870OR

Northwestern Division
503-808-3888

PO Box 2870

Ms. Karen Kochenbach
503-808-3890

karen.a.kochenbach@nwd.usace.ar
my.mil

Chief

US Department of Army, Corps of Engineers

Seattle 98124-3755WA

Regulatory Branch, Seattle District
206-764-6695

PO Box 3755
4735 East Marginal Way S.

Mr. Tom Mueller
206-764-6602

thomas.f.mueller@nwso2.usace.arm
y.mil

Permit Coordinator

US Fish and Wildlife Service

Lacey 98503-1273WA

360-753-5835
510 Desmond Drive SE, Suite 102

Ms. Nancy Brennan-Dubbs
360-753-9008

nancy_brennandubbs@fws.gov

Engineering Director

USDA, Forest Service

Ogden 84401UT

Region 4
801-625-5194

324 -  25th Street
Federal Building

Mr. Steve Brink
801-625-5228

sbrink/r4@fs.fed.us
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USDA, Forest Service

Ogden 84401UT

Region 4
801-625-5224

324 -  25th Street
Federal Building

Mr. Robert Harmon

rharmon/r4@fs.fed.us

Director of Engineering

USDA, Forest Service

Missoula 59807MT

Region 1
406-329-3175

PO Box 7669
200 E. Broadway

Mr. Tom Pettigrew
406-329-3198

tpettigrew/rl@fs.fed.us

Director, Engineering

USDA, Forest Service

Portland 97208OR

Region 6
503-808-2500

333 SW 1st Ave

Mr. Richard Sowa
503-808-2511

rsowa/r6pnw@fs.fed.us

State Engineer

USDI, Bureau of Land Management

Portland 97208OR

Oregon & Washington
503-952-6404

PO Box 2965

Mr. Paul Fredericks
503-952-6540

pfrederi@or.blm.gov

TEA-21 Coordinator

USDI, Bureau of Land Management

Boise 83709ID

Idaho State Office
208-373-3825

1387 S. Vinnell Way

Ms. Kay Schiepan
208-373-4019

kay_schiepan@blm.gov

Roads Coordinator

USDI, Bureau of Land Management

Portland 97208OR

Oregon & Washington
503-952-6492

PO Box 2965

Mr. Tom Wawro
503-952-6021

twawro@or.blm.gov

Environmental Coordinator

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration

Salem 97301OR

OR Division
503-399-5749

530 Center Street NE, Suite 100

Mr. Elton Chang
503-399-5838

elton.chang@fhwa.dot.gov

Environment & Right of Way Prgm
Mgr

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration

Boise 83707ID

Idaho Division
208-334-9180 x123

3050 Lakeharbor Lane, Suite 126

Ms. Mary Gray
208-334-1691

mary.gray@fhwa.dot.gov

Environmental Manager

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration

Vancouver 98661-3893WA

Western Federal Lands Highway Division
360-696-7952

610 E Fifth Street

Mr. Arthur Lemke
360-696-7846

alemke@wfl.fha.dot.gov

Environmental Program Manager

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration

Olympia  98501WA

Washington  Division Office
360-753-9558

711 South Capitol Way, Suite 501, MS-0943

Ms. Sharon Price
360-753-9889

sharon.price@fhwa.dot.gov

Senior Environmental Engineer

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration

Vancouver 98661-3893WA

Western Federal Lands Highway Division
360-696-7751

610 E. Fifth Street

Mr. Allan Stockman
360-696-7846

allan.j.stockman@fhwa.dot.gov
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Community Planner

USDOT, Federal Transit Administration

Seattle 98174-1002WA

206-220-7964
915 - 2nd Avenue, Room 3142

Ms. Theresa Hutchins
206-220-7959

theresa.morse@fta.dot.gov

WSDOT Liaison

WA State Department of Ecology

Olympia 98504-7600WA

Shorelands Environmental Assistance
360-407-6912

PO Box 47600

Ms. Sandra Manning
360-407-6904

sman461@ecy.wa.gov

Flood Policy Lead

WA State Department of Ecology

Olympia 98504-7600WA

Shorelands Division
360-407-7297

PO Box 47600

Ms. Bonnie Shorin
360-407-6902

bsho461@ecy.wa.gov

Sr. Divn. Mgr, Environmental
Technical Assistance

WA State Department of Fish and Wildlife

Olympia 98501-1091WA

Habitat Program
360-902-2641

PO Box 43200
1111 Washington Street, NRB Bldg

Dr. Peter Birch
360-902-2946

birchpbb@dfw.wa.gov

NEPA/SEPA Coordinator

WA State Department of Fish and Wildlife

Olympia 98501-1091WA

Habitat Program
360-902-2575

PO Box 43200
1111 Washington Street

Ms. Cynthia Pratt
360-902-2946

prattcrp@dfw.wa.gov

Division Manager

WA State Department of Natural Resources

Olympia 98504-7014WA

Environmental Quality & Compliance Division
360-902-1488

PO Box 47014
1111 Washington Street SE

Ms. Joy Keniston-Longrie
360-902-1789

joy.keniston-longrie@wadnr.gov

Director, Environmental Services

WSDOT, Environmental Affairs Office

Olympia 98504-7331WA

Environmental and Engineering Service Center
360-705-7480

PO Box 47331, Room 2A
Administration

Mr. Jerry Alb
360-705-6833

albjerr@wsdot.wa.gov

Water Quality Specialist

WSDOT, Environmental Affairs Office

Olympia 98504-7331WA

Environmental and Engineering Service Center
360-570-7250

PO Box 47331, Room 2A
Biology Projects & Mitigation Program

Mr. Joel Gjuka
360-570-7260

gjukajo@wsdot.wa.gov
Facilitation Assistant

Environmental Specialist

WSDOT, Environmental Affairs Office

Olympia 98504-7331WA

Environmental and Engineering Service Center
360-705-7487

PO Box 47331
Regulatory Compliance Program

Mr. Jim Klinck
360-705-6833

klinckj@wsdot.wa.gov

GIS Manager

WSDOT, Environmental Affairs Office

Olympia 98504-7331WA

Environmental and Engineering Service Center
360-705-7476

PO Box 47331
GIS Program

Ms. Elizabeth Lanzer
360-705-6833

lanzere@wsdot.wa.gov

Environmental Initiatives Intern

WSDOT, Environmental Affairs Office

Olympia 98504-7331WA

Environmental and Engineering Service Center
360-705-7492

PO Box 47331, Room 2A
Administration

Ms. Christina Martinez
360-705-6833

martinezc@wsdot.wa.gov
Facilitation Assistant
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Program Manager

WSDOT, Environmental Affairs Office

Olympia 98504-7331WA

Environmental and Engineering Service Center
360-705-7489

PO Box 47331, Room 2A
Regulatory Compliance Program

Mr. Larry  Ross
360-705-6833

rosslar@wsdot.wa.gov

Deputy Director, Environmental
Services

WSDOT, Environmental Affairs Office

Olympia 98504-7331WA

Environmental and Engineering Service Center
360-705-7446

PO Box 47331, Room 2A
Administration

Ms. Shari Schaftlein
360-705-6833

sschaft@wsdot.wa.gov

Environmental Specialist

WSDOT, Environmental Affairs Office

Olympia 98504-7331WA

Environmental and Engineering Service Center
360-705-7490

PO Box 47331
Regulatory Compliance Program

Ms. Judy Stratton
360-705-6833

strattju@wsdot.wa.gov

Priority Development Engineer

WSDOT, Program Management

Olympia 98504-7325WA

Planning and Programming Service Center
360-705-7141

PO Box  47325
Room 3C11

Mr. Pat Morin
360-705-6812

morinp@wsdot.wa.gov
Summit Facilitator
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State Environmental Coordinator

Alaska Dept. of Trans. & Public Facilities

Juneau 99801-7898AK

907-465-6954
3132 Channel Drive

Mr. Bill Ballard
907-465-5240

bill_ballard@dot.state.ak.usGuest

Director

Alaska Dept. of Trans. & Public Facilities

Juneau 99801-7898AK

Statewide Design & Engineering Services
907-465-2960

3132 Channel Drive

Mr. Mike Downing
907-465-5240

mike_downing@dot.state.ak.usGuest

Area Environmental Coordinator

Bureau of Indian Affairs

Portland 97232OR

Portland Office Area
503-231-6749

911 NE 11th Avenue
The Federal Building

Ms. June Boynton
503-231-2275

juneboynton@bia

State Historic Preservation Officer

Dept. of Community, Trade & Econ. Devel.

Olympia 98504-8343WA

Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation
360-407-0826

PO Box 48343

Dr. Allyson Brooks
360-407-6217

allysonb@cted.wa.gov

Assistant Director

Dept. of Community, Trade & Econ. Devel.

Olympia 98504-8300WA

Local Governments Division
360-753-1198

PO Box 48300
906 Columbia St. SW

Mr. Steve Wells
360-753-2950

stevew@cted.wa.gov

Biologist

DOC, National Marine Fisheries Service

Portland 97232-2737OR

Habitat Conservation Division
503-231-1269

525 NE Oregon Street, Suite 500

Ms. Nancy Munn
503-231-6893

nancy.munn@noaa.gov

NW Regional Administrator

DOC, National Marine Fisheries Service

Seattle 98115-0070WA

NW Region
206-526-6150

7600 Sand Point Way NE, BIN C15700 , Bldg. 1 

Mr. William Stelle, Jr.
206-526-6426

will.stelle@noaa.gov

Chief

Idaho Department of Fish & Game

Boise 83712ID

Natural Resources Policy Bureau
208-334-2595

600 S. Walnut Street

Mr. Tracey Trent
208-334-

ttrent@idfg.state.id.us

Stream Channel Unit Manager

Idaho Department of Water Resources

Boise 83706ID

208-327-5448
1301 N. Orchard Street

Mr. Erv Ballou
208-327-7866

eballou@idwr.state.id.us

Chief of Staff

Idaho Division of Environmental Quality

Boise 83706ID

208-373-0240
1410 N. Hilton

Mr. Jon Sandoval
208-373-0417

jsandova@deq.state.id.us

Director

Idaho Transportation Department

Boise 83707ID

208-334-8807
PO Box 7129

Mr. Dwight Bower
208-334-8195

dbower@itd.state.id.us

Manager

Montana Department of Transportation

Helena 59620-1001MT

Environmental Services
406-444-7632

PO Box 201001
2701 Prospect Avenue

Mr. Joel Marshik
406-444-7245

jmarshik@state.mt.usGuest
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Director

ODOT, Oregon Dept. of Transportation

Salem 97301-4178OR

503-986-3200
355 Capitol Street NE, Room 135

Ms. Grace Crunican
503-986-3432

grace.crunican@odot.state.or.us

Project Support Manager

ODOT, Oregon Dept. of Transportation

Salem 97301OR

Environmental Services
503-986-3481

1158 Chemeka Street NE

Mr. Eb Engelmann
503-986-3749

eberhard.engelmann@odot.state.or.
us

Government Relations

ODOT, Oregon Dept. of Transportation

Salem 97301-3871OR

503-986-3448
355 Capitol Street NE, Rm 135

Mr. Jason Tell
503-986-3432

jason.a.tell@odot.state.or.us

Acting Division Director

Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife

Portland 97207OR

Habitat Division
503-872-5252 x5586

PO Box 59
2501 SW First Ave

Mr. Dave McAllister
503-872-5276

david.c.mcallister@state.or.us

ODFW/ODOT Coordinator

Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife

Newport 97365OR

541-265-3139
PO Box 37

Mr. Randy Reeve
541-265-3434

randall.n.reeve@odot.state.or.us

Deputy Director

Oregon Dept. of Environmental Quality

Portland 97204OR

503-229-6110
811 SW Sixth Ave

Ms. Lydia Taylor
503-229-5850

taylor.lydia@deq.state.or.us

Director

Oregon Division of State Lands

Salem 97301-1337OR

503-378-3805 x224
775 Summer Street NE

Mr. Paul Cleary
503-378-4844

paul.cleary@dsl.state.or.us

Western Region Manager

Oregon Division of State Lands

Salem 97310-1337OR

503-378-3805 x244
775 Summer Street NE

Mr. Earle Johnson
503-378-4844

earle.johnson@dsl.state.or.us

Deputy State Historic Preservation
Officer

Oregon Parks and Recreation Department

Salem 97301-1001OR

State Historic Preservation Office
503-378-4168 x231

1115 Commercial St NE Suite 2

Mr. James Hamrick
503-378-6447

james.hamrick@state.or.us

Correspondent

The Bureau of National Affairs

Portland 97204OR

503-223-5225
408 SW Second, Room 316

Mr. Tom Alkire
503-223-9880

talkire@bna.comGuest

Asst. Reg. Administrator for Growth
Management

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Portland 97204OR

Region 10
503-326-3280

811 SW 6th, 3rd floor

Mr. Ken Brooks
503-326-3399

brooks.kenneth@epa.gov

Regional Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Seattle 98101WA

Region 10
206-553-1200

1200 Sixth Avenue, Management Division,142
Park Place Building

Mr. Chuck Clarke
206-553-1809

clarke.chuck@epa.gov

Chief

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Seattle 98101WA

Region 10, Geographic Implementation Unit
206-553-8574

1200 Sixth Avenue, MS ECO-088
Park Place Building

Mr. Rick Parkin
206-553-6984

parkin.richard@epamail.epa.gov

Page 2     —     Update: 5/4/2000



Organization/Address

January 6, 2000 Summit Attendees
Phone/Fax/
Internet IDName/Title

Chief

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Portland 97232-4181OR

Region 1, Division of Federal Activities
503-231-2068

911 NE 11th Avenue

Mr. Mark Bagdovitz
503-231-2050

mark_bagdovitz@fws.gov

Western WA Office Manager

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Lacey 98503WA

360-753-9440
510 Desmond Drive SE, Suite 102

Mr. Gerry Jackson
360-753-9405

gerry_jackson@fws.gov

District Commander

US Department of Army, Corps of Engineers

Walla Walla 99362WA

Walla Walla District
509-527-7700

201 N. Third Ave

LTC William Bulen
509-527-7804

william.e.bulen@usace.army.mil

District Engineer

US Department of Army, Corps of Engineers

Portland 97208-2946OR

Portland District
503-808-4500

PO Box 2946

COL Randall Butler
503-808-4505

randall.j.butler@nwp01.usace.army.
mil

Chief, Regulatory Branch

US Department of Army, Corps of Engineers

Walla Walla 98362WA

Walla Walla District
509-527-7151

201 N. Third Avenue

Mr. Bradley Daly
509-527-7823

brad.a.daly@nww01.usace.army.mil

Environmental Engineer

US Department of Army, Corps of Engineers

Seattle 98124-3755WA

Regulatory Branch, Seattle District
206-764-3491

PO Box 3755
4735 East Marginal Way S.

Ms. Lynn Daniels
206-764-3706

lynn.a.daniels@nws02.usace.army.
mil

Chief, Regulatory Branch

US Department of Army, Corps of Engineers

Portland 97208-2946OR

Portland District
503-808-4370

PO Box 2946

Mr. Lawrence Evans
503-808-4375

lawrence.c.evans@nwp01.usace.ar
my.mil

Regulatory Program Manager

US Department of Army, Corps of Engineers

Portland 97208-2870OR

Northwestern Division
503-808-3888

PO Box 2870

Ms. Karen Kochenbach
503-808-3890

karen.a.kochenbach@nwd.usace.ar
my.mil

Chief

US Department of Army, Corps of Engineers

Seattle 98124-3755WA

Regulatory Branch, Seattle District
206-764-6695

PO Box 3755
4735 East Marginal Way S.

Mr. Tom Mueller
206-764-6602

thomas.f.mueller@nwso2.usace.arm
y.mil

District Engineer

US Department of Army, Corps of Engineers

Seattle 98124-3755WA

206-764-3690

PO Box  C-3755
4735 E Marginal Way South

Col. Mike Rigsby
206-764-6544

james.m.rigsby@usace.army.mil

Division Engineer

US Department of Army, Corps of Engineers

Portland 97208-2870OR

503-808-3700
PO Box 2870

BG Carl Strock
503-808-3706

carl.a.strock@nwd.usace.army.mil

Engineering Director

USDA, Forest Service

Ogden 84401UT

Region 4
801-625-5194

324 -  25th Street
Federal Building

Mr. Steve Brink
801-625-5228

sbrink/r4@fs.fed.us
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Director of Engineering

USDA, Forest Service

Missoula 59807MT

Region 1
406-329-3175

PO Box 7669
200 E. Broadway

Mr. Tom Pettigrew
406-329-3198

tpettigrew/rl@fs.fed.us

TES Program Leader

USDA, Forest Service

Missoula 59807MT

Region 1
406-329-3100

PO Box 7669
200 E. Broadway

Mr. Bill Ruediger
406-329-3171

bruediger/r1@fs.fed.us

Director, Engineering

USDA, Forest Service

Portland 97208OR

Region 6
503-808-2500

333 SW 1st Ave

Mr. Richard Sowa
503-808-2511

rsowa/r6pnw@fs.fed.us

Associate State Director

USDI, Bureau of Land Management

Boise 83709-1657ID

208-373-4002
1387 S. Vinnell Way

Ms. Elena Daly
208-373-4005

elena_daly@blm.gov

Deputy State Director Division
Management Services

USDI, Bureau of Land Management

Portland 97208OR

OR & WA
503-952-6092

PO Box 2965

Ms. Kathy Eaton
503-952-6540

keaton@or.blm.gov

State Engineer

USDI, Bureau of Land Management

Portland 97208OR

Oregon & Washington
503-952-6404

PO Box 2965

Mr. Paul Fredericks
503-952-6540

pfrederi@or.blm.gov

USDI, Bureau of Land Management

Denver 80225-0047CO

National Applied Resource Sciences Center
303-236-9510

PO Box 25047

Mr. Larry Hoovestol
303-236-6450

larry_hoovestol@blm.gov

TEA-21 Coordinator

USDI, Bureau of Land Management

Boise 83709ID

Idaho State Office
208-373-3825

1387 S. Vinnell Way

Ms. Kay Schiepan
208-373-4019

kay_schiepan@blm.gov

Roads Coordinator

USDI, Bureau of Land Management

Portland 97208OR

Oregon & Washington
503-952-6492

PO Box 2965

Mr. Tom Wawro
503-952-6021

twawro@or.blm.gov

Division Administrator

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration

Helena 59602MT

Montana Division
406-449-5302 x235

2880 Skyway Drive

Ms. Janice Brown
406-449-5314

janice.brown@fhwa.dot.govGuest

Environmental Coordinator

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration

Salem 97301OR

OR Division
503-399-5749

530 Center Street NE, Suite 100

Mr. Elton Chang
503-399-5838

elton.chang@fhwa.dot.gov

Division Administrator

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration

Boise 83707ID

Idaho Division
208-334-1690

3050 Lakeharbor Lane, Suite 126

Mr. Jack Coe
208-334-1691

jack.coe@fhwa.dot.gov

Division Administrator

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration

Olympia  98501WA

Washington  Division
360-753-9413

711 S. Capitol Way, Suite 501, MS-0943

Mr. Gene Fong
360-753-9889

gene.k.fong@fhwa.dot.gov
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Environment & Right of Way Prgm
Mgr

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration

Boise 83707ID

Idaho Division
208-334-9180 x123

3050 Lakeharbor Lane, Suite 126

Ms. Mary Gray
208-334-1691

mary.gray@fhwa.dot.gov

Division Administrator

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration

Salem 97301OR

Oregon Division
503-399-5749 x 302

530 Center Street NE, Suite 100

Mr. Hank Honeywell
503-399-5838

hank.honeywell@fhwa.dot.gov

Environmental Manager

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration

Vancouver 98661-3893WA

Western Federal Lands Highway Division
360-696-7952

610 E Fifth Street

Mr. Arthur Lemke
360-696-7846

alemke@wfl.fha.dot.gov

Program Development Engineer

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration

Helena 59602MT

Montana Division
406-449-5302 x239

2880 Skyway Drive

Mr. Dale Paulson
406-449-5314

dale.paulson@fhwa.dot.govGuest

Environmental Program Manager

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration

Olympia  98501WA

Washington  Division Office
360-753-9558

711 South Capitol Way, Suite 501, MS-0943

Ms. Sharon Price
360-753-9889

sharon.price@fhwa.dot.gov

Assistant Division Administrator

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration

Salem 97301OR

Oregon Division
503-399-5749 x 302

530 Center St NE, Suite 100

Mr. Dave Reilly
503-399-5838

david.g.reilly@fhwa.dot.gov

Director

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration

Washington 20590DC

Office of NEPA Facilitation
202-366-2058

400 7th Street SW
Room 3212

Mr. Fred Skaer
202-366-3409

fred.skaer@fhwa.dot.gov

Senior Environmental Engineer

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration

Vancouver 98661-3893WA

Western Federal Lands Highway Division
360-696-7751

610 E. Fifth Street

Mr. Allan Stockman
360-696-7846

allan.j.stockman@fhwa.dot.gov

Community Planner

USDOT, Federal Transit Administration

Seattle 98174-1002WA

206-220-7964
915 - 2nd Avenue, Room 3142

Ms. Theresa Hutchins
206-220-7959

theresa.morse@fta.dot.gov

Regional Administrator

USDOT, Federal Transit Administration

Seattle 98174-1002WA

206-220-7954
915 - 2nd Avenue, Room 3142

Ms. Helen Knoll
206-220-7959

helen.knoll@fta.dot.gov

Director

WA State Department of Ecology

Olympia 98504-7600WA

Office of The Director
360-407-7001

PO Box 47600
300 Desmond Drive, Lacey

Mr. Tom Fitzsimmons
360-407-7333

tfit461@ecy.wa.gov

WSDOT Liaison

WA State Department of Ecology

Olympia 98504-7600WA

Shorelands Environmental Assistance
360-407-6912

PO Box 47600

Ms. Sandra Manning
360-407-6904

sman461@ecy.wa.gov

Flood Policy Lead

WA State Department of Ecology

Olympia 98504-7600WA

Shorelands Division
360-407-7297

PO Box 47600

Ms. Bonnie Shorin
360-407-6902

bsho461@ecy.wa.gov
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Sr. Divn. Mgr, Environmental
Technical Assistance

WA State Department of Fish and Wildlife

Olympia 98501-1091WA

Habitat Program
360-902-2641

PO Box 43200
1111 Washington Street, NRB Bldg

Dr. Peter Birch
360-902-2946

birchpbb@dfw.wa.gov

NEPA/SEPA Coordinator

WA State Department of Fish and Wildlife

Olympia 98501-1091WA

Habitat Program
360-902-2575

PO Box 43200
1111 Washington Street

Ms. Cynthia Pratt
360-902-2946

prattcrp@dfw.wa.gov

Division Manager

WA State Department of Natural Resources

Olympia 98504-7014WA

Environmental Quality & Compliance Division
360-902-1488

PO Box 47014
1111 Washington Street SE

Ms. Joy Keniston-Longrie
360-902-1789

joy.keniston-longrie@wadnr.gov

Secretary

WSDOT, Department of Transportation

Olympia 98504-7316WA

Office of the Secretary
360-705-7054

PO Box 47316
Transportation Bldg, Room 3D-25

Mr. Sid Morrison
360-705-6800

morriss@wsdot.wa.gov

Director, Environmental Services

WSDOT, Environmental Affairs Office

Olympia 98504-7331WA

Environmental and Engineering Service Center
360-705-7480

PO Box 47331, Room 2A
Administration

Mr. Jerry Alb
360-705-6833

albjerr@wsdot.wa.gov

Water Quality Specialist

WSDOT, Environmental Affairs Office

Olympia 98504-7331WA

Environmental and Engineering Service Center
360-570-7250

PO Box 47331, Room 2A
Biology Projects & Mitigation Program

Mr. Joel Gjuka
360-570-7260

gjukajo@wsdot.wa.govSummit Facilitation Assistant

Environmental Initiatives Intern

WSDOT, Environmental Affairs Office

Olympia 98504-7331WA

Environmental and Engineering Service Center
360-705-7492

PO Box 47331, Room 2A
Administration

Ms. Christina Martinez
360-705-6833

martinezc@wsdot.wa.govSummit Facilitation Assistant

Deputy Director, Environmental
Services

WSDOT, Environmental Affairs Office

Olympia 98504-7331WA

Environmental and Engineering Service Center
360-705-7446

PO Box 47331, Room 2A
Administration

Ms. Shari Schaftlein
360-705-6833

sschaft@wsdot.wa.gov

Environmental Specialist

WSDOT, Environmental Affairs Office

Olympia 98504-7331WA

Environmental and Engineering Service Center
360-705-7490

PO Box 47331
Regulatory Compliance Program

Ms. Judy Stratton
360-705-6833

strattju@wsdot.wa.gov

Priority Development Engineer

WSDOT, Program Management

Olympia 98504-7325WA

Planning and Programming Service Center
360-705-7141

PO Box  47325
Room 3C11

Mr. Pat Morin
360-705-6812

morinp@wsdot.wa.govSummit Facilitator
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Appendix C-2:    

Environmental Streamlining National Memorandum of Understanding
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/nmou4.htm

Environmental Streamlining Action Plan
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/apsr2_00.htm

Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/tea21/h240subc.htm#1309

Appendix C-4:

Environmental Streamlining National Memorandum of Understanding
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/nmou4.htm

Appendix E4:

National Cooperative Highway Research Program, Project 25-23, FY 2000
Environmental Management Information System for Transportation Projects
http://www4.nas.edu/trb/crp.nsf/NCHRP+Projects
then look under Area 25 for Project 25-23

Appendix F, Resources:

Interagency Guidance: Transportation Funding for Federal Agency Coordination
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/title23.htm

Appendix G, Agreements & Forms:

Please contact the individual state transportation agency representative for information
regarding their Agreements & Forums.
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Environmental Information
Program
At WSDOT's Environmental Affairs Office
(EAO)

EAO Operations Branch Programs 

Air / Acoustics Biology & Mitigation Cultural Resources Monitoring Water Quality &
Hazardous Materials

EAO Planning & Development Branch Programs 

Watershed Management Regulatory Compliance
Environmental

Information Legislative Initiatives
 

As of January 2000
 EAO's GIS & IT Projects - Overview (short version)

Project Prgm
Lead Partner(s) Funding Status

Environmental Screening E.
Lanzer*

Transportation
Planning Office,
MIS

TBD method development

Source Water Watershed
Delineation A. Perez Wa Dept of Health DOH on schedule

FloodMan Application E.
Lanzer

MIS, Maintenance,
Rgns ESA / S5 In Application

Development
Environmental Reporting
System

E.
Lanzer

MIS, Maintenance,
Rgns ESA / S5 In Application

Design

Fish Barriers / Fish Passage
(w/ WDFW)

E.
Lanzer

WDFW, Prgm
Mgmt,
Maintenance, TDO

ESA Existing systems
need re-design

Environmental GIS
Workbench

E.
Lanzer*

Prgm Mgmt,
GeoServices, MIS mixed operational, planning

phase2
Environmental Cost
Accounting System

E.
Lanzer* MIS, Finance S5 Feasibility Study

Capital Budget
Coordination - Uniform
Reporting System
(SHB1204)

E.
Lanzer OFM, IAC, others budget

line item

Steering Committee
doing process
development

Integrated Natural Resource
Data System (INRDS = "in-
roads")

E.
Lanzer

Tribes, Pacific
Northwest National
Lab, other state,
local & private
agencies

budget
notes

Prototype
conceptualization

Spatial Data Framework:
Transportation

E.
Lanzer

GeoServices,
WAGIC, DIS

budget
notes

Developing Charter
& Needs/Scope
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Special Roadside
Management Practices

E.
Lanzer

M. Carey,
Maintenance ESA plan re-visions &

refinements

Flood model A. Perez
Watershed Prgm,
ECY, FEMA,
others

ESA research & testing
existing models

Stormwater/Watershed
model A. Perez WaterShed Prgm,

ECY, others ESA research & testing
existing models

  
GIS & IT Projects with EAO Participation / Support

Project Project Lead Prgm
Contact Status

Spatial Data
Framework:
Hydrography

DNR, ECY, 
WAGIC, DIS A. Perez Clearinghouse development and

database conversion/production?

Cultural Resources
Model CTED / OAHP A. Perez building resources

Salmon Recovery
Project Database
(ISIS)

IAC, NWIFC,
SRO

E. Lanzer /
L. Oman refining application for deployment

Re-Invent NEPA J. Klinck, Rgns E. Lanzer /
L. Oman researching & demonstrations

PATS GIS Prgm Mgmt,
MIS E. Lanzer re-designing

Pacific Salmon
Information Network

US Dept of
Interior,
WAGIC, others

L. Oman /
E. Lanzer pilot data compilation

  
GIS & IT Support Services

Service Prgm Contact

Environmental GIS production (maps & analysis) E. Lanzer* /  
T. Johnson

GPS Equipment and datafile processing T. Johnson
Environmental GIS Workbench User Support E. Lanzer*
EAO website management E. Lanzer*
WSDOT Environmental GIS Database Administration E. Lanzer*

Environmental GIS coordination E. Lanzer / 
A. Perez*

* Temporary responsibility due to vacancy(s) 
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Navigation & Contacts

 
Envi Info Prgm

 
Environmental Affairs Office

 
WSDOT Home Page

Send comments on 
Program Topic

Send general comments to 
EAO Webmaster

Page Last Updated: 
20 Jan 2000
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Environmental Affairs Office GIS & IT Projects - Overview (long version) 

Environmental Screening 

Goal of project is to analyze environmental GIS layers to "red flag" state transportation
projects that may have significant environmental effects. Review projects from statewide
perspective  GIS and Environmental Subject (eg wildlife, wetland, hazardous materials)
Specialists collaborate on developing standards to classify projects as having high, medium or
low probable environmental effects using available environmental GIS layers.  This project
was tested in 1997 and is now being revisited to improve the environmental assessment
model method. 

Environmental Screening application will include additional environmental data than was
available in 1997. The accumulated weighted overlay methodology will be improved to
accommodate this new data.  It amy be possible to do some type of cumulative impact
assessment across all environmental subject areas.  Model calibration, validation and
sensitivity testing techniques will be investigated.  While there is much work to be done on the
model method, even this is extremely dependent on the data used.  The development of GIS
compatible up to date and relatively large scale (1:100,000 to 1:24,000) raw data on land use,
land cover, soils, elevation, and the built environment would greatly enhance the utility of this
effort. 

Source Water Watershed Delineation 

Washington's highways are used to transport most of the goods and services in the state.  Unfortunately,
a percentage of these goods are classified as hazardous.  Since highways cross through watersheds that
contribute to surface drinking water supplies, it is in the interest of both the Washington State
Department of Transportation (WSDOT) and the Washington State Department of Health (WADOH) to
minimize the potential for contamination of these water supplies.  Watersheds were delineated for all
Group A drinking water systems in Washington state which are supplied by surface water.  Individual
watersheds were converted to shapefiles, then joined into one large shapefile of discrete shapes
representing each watershed.  A customized interface was developed in ArcView which allows users to
view individual watershed boundaries, or to list watersheds affected by a hazardous waste spill at any
point in the state.  A notification system will be developed in the coming year that will enable WADOH
to warn purveyors of threatened water systems immediately upon notice of a hazardous waste spill. 

FloodMan Application 

The Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) owned and managed infrastructure often
intersects flood plains.  As a result, flooding impacts WSDOT facilities, disrupting services, interrupting
the movement of people and goods, and impacting the economy.  As well, WSDOT facilities have the
potential to impact the capacity of flood plain and watershed function, thus having a negative impact on
natural resources. 

The goal of the WSDOT Flood Management Strategy is to minimize mobility, environmental and
economic losses that can occur during an emergency and reduce the likelihood of future flood hazard.  A
key component of this strategy will be the Flood Management data system. The Flood Management data
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system (FloodMan) will help WSDOT  achieve the following objectives under the Flood Management
Strategy: 
    · capture data on WSDOT flood related  activities in a coordinated fashion 
    · provide planning and analysis tools for improving flood hazard reduction efforts 

Environmental Reporting System 

Fish Barriers / Fish Passage 

Environmental GIS Workbench 

During 1998-1999 staff from WSDOT Regional Environmental and Planning Offices;
Environmental Affairs Office, Management Information Systems, Geographic Services (where
agency GIS is centered), and Program Management (responsible for project scoping
oversight) developed the concept and design for a GIS interface that could improve access to
existing environmental information. The final product is an ArcView loadable extension which
initiates a basemap view and a form menu that is recalled as needed from the standard
ArcView interface by clicking on a single blue diamond button. The Form menu has three
sections: Set Up for some basic system administration if needed, Tools for user interaction
and user driven analysis, and Add Environmental Data for accessing over seventy pre-defined
information themes using titles and groupings familiar to the target users. A critical user tool is
the ability to view metadata on each theme. 

Environmental Cost Accounting 

Capital Budget Coordination - Uniform Reporting System 

Integrated Natural Resource Data System (INRDS "in-roads") 

INRDS is a cooperative proposal from WSDOT, the Tribes and the Pacific Northwest National
Lab (Battelle) to create a public access web site that demonstrates how data integration and
decision support technologies can enable watershed management in a pilot area of the state.
The vision for the system is that available data on environmental conditions, natural and
cultural resources, and human development could be pulled as needed from their native
databases, integrated by the application and interpreted into information for land use planning,
restoration projects, transportation system improvements or other activities affecting
watershed health.  This pilot effort is currently in early feasibility and planning phases. 
Partnerships and many design and content decisions have yet to be made. 

Spatial Data Framework: Transportation 

Part of the National Spatial Data Infrastructure effort led in this state by the Washington
Geographic Information Council, this sub-project to develop statewide transportation network
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data is just completing it's charter.  The draft vision for the Washington State Transportation
Framework is a seamless set of data that are consistent, connected, and continuous between
segments of the transportation framework and with other framework layers.  The
transportation framework represents the best data available and includes mechanisms to
improve over time.  Framework data is accessible to the general public at the least cost with
the least restrictions. 
Data components of the transportation framework may include line work, feature codes,
attributes, and a linear referencing system (LRS). In addition to data, the framework will
include development of the institutional relationships need to develop and maintain the
framework over time.  This would include such things as identifying roles for contributing and
maintaining the framework, or funding and other incentives for partners to contribute to the
framework. 

Special Roadside Management Practices 

Working with WSDOT's Maintenance Office, Environmental Affairs Office is developing
guidelines for roadside maintenance practices that better protect salmon habitats.  GIS and
GPS will be used to develop designated special management area zones, inventory the
environmental conditions and build maintenance practice guidelines for use along state
highways.  Once the zones are designated, GIS tools will be used to help WSDOT
maintenance crews implement these guidelines. 

Flood model 

Stormwater / Watershed model 

GIS & IT Projects with Environmental Affairs Office Participation / Support 

Pacific Salmon Information Network 
In fall of 1999, the US Dept of Interior sponsored some initial meetings to identify ways to
coordinate collection and distribution of data relating to salmon recovery.  Participants include
federal, state, regional, local public agencies, non-profit organizations, academia and
commercial industry.  An inventory of relevant data was developed and a list of possible next
steps to help build and promote sharing salmon recovery information.  Dept. of Interior is
coordinating this forum with another they sponsored to focus on salmon recovery policy (Puget
Sound Salmon Leadership Forum).  The next steps for this group are still being determined
while resources to continue are being scouted. 

Spatial Data Framework: Hydrography 

Part of the National Spatial Data Infrastructure effort led in this state by the Washington
Geographic Information Council, this is a sub-project to develop statewide hyrdographic
network data (streams, lakes & coastlines).  The Department of Natural Resources and the
Department of Ecology are the lead state agencies on the Washington Hydrography
Framework project. 
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Salmon Recovery Project Database 

Cultural Resources Model 

Re-Invent NEPA 

PATS GIS 

Back to Short Version of Current Projects List 
  

 
Envi Info Prgm

 
Environmental Affairs

 

WSDOT Home Page

4 of 4 5/10/2000 2:55 PM

EAO GIS/ IT Project Descriptions http://www.wsdot.wa.gov/EESC/Environmen...viInfo/EAOGISITProjectDescriptions.html



Catalog of Geospatial Data
for GIS users at WSDOT

(See also:  http://www.wsdot.wa.gov/gis/GeoDataCatalog)

5/12/2000

Data Set Title file location Originator
source 
scale

Steward

GENERAL REFERENCE DATA
all data sets are found under 

w:\Data\GIS\GISOSC\GEODATA
Transportation

State Highways - State Routes 
(mainlines) LRS

maps\500k\DOT_Cartog\sr WSDOT 500K Geo

State Highways - State Routes by 
WSDOT Region LRS

maps\500k\DOT_Cartog\SRRegion WSDOT 500K Geo

WA County Series, State Routes 
LRS

maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\county\<county>\<county>rds WSDOT 24K Geo

State Route Number Shields, 500K maps\500K\DOT_Cartog\shields WSDOT 500K Geo

WA County Series, State Route 
Number Shields

maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\county\<county>\<county>shd WSDOT 24K Geo

WA County Series, Local Roads maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\county\<county>\<county>lcl WSDOT 24K Geo

WA County Series, Local Road Text maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\county\<county>\<county>ltx WSDOT 24K Geo

WA County Series, Scaleable Local 
Road Text

maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\county\<county>\<county>ltxsc WSDOT 24K Geo

WA County Series, Bridges maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\county\<county>\<county>brg WSDOT 24K Geo

Ferry Routes maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\ferry WSDOT 24K Geo

Railroads, at 500K maps\500K\DOT_Cartog\railroad WSDOT 500k Geo

Railroads, at 24K maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\rail WSDOT 24K Geo

WA County Series, Railroads maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\county\<county>\<county>rrs WSDOT 24K Geo

Railroads-abandoned, at 500K maps\500K\DOT_Cartog\rraband WSDOT 500K Geo
Railroads-abandoned, at 24K maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\rraband WSDOT 24K Geo

Public Park and Ride Lots maps\noscale\DOT_publictrans\parkandride WSDOT none
Public 
Trans

Rest Areas maps\noscale\DOT_Cartog\restarea WSDOT none Geo

Roadside Landscape Classifications maps\500K\DOT_Design\roadside WSDOT 500K
Rdside 
Design

Priority Array Tracking System
maps\500K\DOT_ProgMan\PATSdefi\PATSdefi<4 digit 
year>

WSDOT 500K
Prog 
Man

Political and Admin. Boundaries

County Boundaries, statewide maps\500K\DOT_Cartog\county WSDOT 500K Geo

WA County Series, Co Boundaries maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\county\<county>\<county>bdy WSDOT 24K Geo

City Limits of Washington State, at 
24K

maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\city WSDOT 24K Geo

Major Cities (points) maps\500K\DOT_Cartog\Citiesp WSDOT 500K Geo

DOT Regions maps\500K\DOT_Cartog\DotReg WSDOT 500K Geo

DOT Regions, at 24K maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\dotregion WSDOT 24K Geo

DOT Maintenance Areas maps\500K\DOT_Cartog\M_Area WSDOT 500K Geo
Highway Urban Areas (FHwA 
defined)

maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\UrbanArea WSDOT 24K Geo
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Catalog of Geospatial Data
for GIS users at WSDOT

(See also:  http://www.wsdot.wa.gov/gis/GeoDataCatalog)

5/12/2000

Data Set Title file location Originator
source 
scale

Steward

Regional Transportation Planning 
Organizations/Metropolitan Planning 
Organizations

maps\500K\DOT_Cartog\RTPO WSDOT 500K Geo

Urban Growth Boundaries of the 
Puget Sound Regional Council

maps\100K\PSRC\uga96 PSRC 100K Geo

United States Congressional 
Districts

maps\500K\DOT_Cartog\CongDist WSDOT 500K Geo

Legislative Districts of WA State maps\500K\DOT_Cartog\LegDist WSDOT 500K Geo

National Forest Lands maps\500K\DOT_Cartog\Federal\Forest WSDOT 500K Geo

National Forest Lands at 24K maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\Federal\NatFor WSDOT 24K Geo

National Parks maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\Fereral\NatPark WSDOT 24K Geo

National Recreation Areas maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\Federal\NatRec WSDOT 24K Geo

Military Reservations
(see also Major Public Lands)

maps\500K\DOT_Cartog\Federal\Military WSDOT 500K Geo

Military Reservations at 24 K maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\Federal\Military WSDOT 24K Geo

Indian Reservations 
(see also Major Public Lands)

maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\Federal\IndianRes WSDOT 24K Geo

Columbia River Gorge National 
Scenic Area

maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\Federal\scenic WSDOT 24K Geo

Major Public Lands by WA Dept. 
of Natural Resources:

maps\100k\DNR\MPL7 WADNR 100K EAO

   City Parks maps\100k\DNR\MPL7\citypark WADNR 100K EAO

   County Parks maps\100k\DNR\MPL7\counpark WADNR 100K EAO

   DNR Managed Lands maps\100k\DNR\MPL7\DNRlands WADNR 100K EAO

   Experimental Forests maps\100k\DNR\MPL7\expforst WADNR 100K EAO

   Federal/State Fish Hatcheries maps\100k\DNR\MPL7\fishatch WADNR 100K EAO
   Federal/State Medical Facilities maps\100k\DNR\MPL7\medfac WADNR 100K EAO
   Military/Tribal Reservations maps\100k\DNR\MPL7\miltribe WADNR 100K EAO

   Monuments maps\100k\DNR\MPL7\monumnt WADNR 100K EAO

   Municipal Watersheds maps\100k\DNR\MPL7\munwtshd WADNR 100K EAO

   National Forests maps\100k\DNR\MPL7\usfs WADNR 100K EAO
   National Historic Parks maps\100k\DNR\MPL7\histpark WADNR 100K EAO

   National Parks maps\100k\DNR\MPL7\natpark WADNR 100K EAO

   Public School Lands maps\100k\DNR\MPL7\pubschl WADNR 100K EAO

   Recreation maps\100k\DNR\MPL7\recreat WADNR 100K EAO

   State Parks maps\100k\DNR\MPL7\statpark WADNR 100K EAO
   Wilderness Areas maps\100K\DNR\MPL7\wilderns WADNR 100K EAO

   Wildlife Refuges maps\100k\DNR\MPL7\wldrefug WADNR 100K EAO

Zip Codes (postal zones) maps\100K\ESD\zip\zipcode ESD 100K Geo
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(See also:  http://www.wsdot.wa.gov/gis/GeoDataCatalog)

5/12/2000

Data Set Title file location Originator
source 
scale

Steward

Geographic Reference
Graticule - Latitude/Longitude Lines 
(1/2 degree)

maps\500K\DOT_Cartog\lonlat WSDOT 500K Geo

Latitude/Longitude Lines (7-1/2 
minutes)

maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\graticul WSDOT 24K Geo

Public Land Survey - Township, 
Range, Section Lines

maps\24K\DNR\Poca WADNR 24K EAO

Townships maps\500K\DNR\township WADNR 500K Geo
TIGER - U.S. Census Bureau base 
maps

maps\100K\USCB\TIGER USCB 100K EAO

USGS Quad Index maps\24K\DFW\index WDFW 24K EAO

Shaded Relief of Washington State imagery\1kfoot\DOT_Cartog\wa-shade WADNR
1000 

ft. 
Geo

ENVIRONMENTAL DATA
Air Quality

Carbon Monoxide Non-Attainment 
Areas

maps\noscale\DOE\Air\Carbmon WADOE none EAO

Ozone Non-Attainment Areas maps\noscale\DOE\Air\Ozone WADOE none EAO

Particulates Non-Attainment Areas maps\noscale\DOE\Air\Partic WADOE none EAO

Fish and Wildlife
Chinook Evolutionarily Significant 
Units

maps\250K\NMFS\chin99 NMFS 250K EAO

Chum Evolutionarily Significant Units maps\250K\NMFS\chum99 NMFS 250K EAO

Coastal Cutthroat Trout 
Evolutionarily Significant Units

maps\250K\NMFS\cutt99 NMFS 250K EAO

Coho Evolutionarily Significant Units maps\250K\NMFS\coho98 NMFS 250K EAO

Endangered Species Act Watershed 
Resource Inventory Area Listing 
Status for Salmon and Trout

maps\noscale\DFW\ESA WDFW none EAO

WDFW (Fish & Wildlife) Game
Management Units

maps\noscale\DFW\gamemgt WDFW none EAO

Fish (Salmonid) Passage Barriers maps\24K\DFW\fishbarriers WDFW 24K EAO

Habitat Conservation Projects maps\24K\IAC\Habitat Conservation  IACOR 24K EAO

Outdoor Recreation Projects maps\24K\IAC\Outdoor Rec IACOR 24K EAO

Wildlife and Recreation Projects maps\24K\IAC\wwrp98 IACOR 24K EAO

Lower Columbia Steelhead Initiative maps\24K\DOE\LCSI_bdy WADOE 24K EAO

Marbled Murrelet Detection Sections maps\24K\DFW\mamusect WDFW 24K EAO
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Catalog of Geospatial Data
for GIS users at WSDOT

(See also:  http://www.wsdot.wa.gov/gis/GeoDataCatalog)

5/12/2000

Data Set Title file location Originator
source 
scale

Steward

Marbled Murrelet Detection Sections, 
Buffered

maps\24K\DFW\mamubuf8 WDFW 24K EAO

Marbled Murrelet Detection 
Locations

maps\12K\DFW\mmurrpts WDFW 12K EAO

Marbled Murrelet Critical Habitat maps\100K\USFW\mmurelet USFW 100K EAO

Seabird Colonies maps\noscale\DFW\seabirds WDFW none EAO

Sealife, from the 1992 Puget Sound 
Environmental Atlas

maps\100K\DFW\sealife WDFW 100K EAO

Snohomish River Basin Fish 
Workshop Data 1995

maps\24K\county\Snohomish\SnoFish SnoFish 24K EAO

Sockeye Evolutionarily Significant 
Units

maps\250K\NMFS\sock99 NMFS 250K EAO

Spotted Owl Critical Habitat maps\100K\USFW\spotowls USFW 100K EAO

Spotted Owl Special Emphasis 
Areas

maps\noscale\DNR\sosea WADNR none EAO

Steelhead Evolutionarily Significant 
Units

maps\250K\NMFS\steel99 NMFS 250K EAO

Streamnet by Hydrologic Unit Code maps\100K\DFW\streamnet\ByHuc\hucdata WDFW 100K EAO

Streamnet-Statewide maps\100K\DFW\streamnet\statewide WDFW 100K EAO

Sensitive Environmental Data contact Joanne Markert at 360-705-7444 WDFW EAO

Priority Habitat and Species maps\24K\DFW\sensitive WDFW 24K EAO

Spotted Owl Nests maps\24K\DFW\sensitive WDFW 24K EAO

Wildlife Heritage Data maps\24K\DFW\sensitive WDFW 24K EAO

Geology and Soils
Soils (STATSGO Database) maps\250K\USDA\wasoils USDA 250K EAO

Groundwater and Wells

Critical Aquifer Recharge Areas, Clallam 
County

maps\24K\DOT_EAO\groundwater\cara\Clallam
WSDOT/
Clallam 

Co.
24K EAO

Critical Aquifer Recharge Areas, Clark 
County

maps\24K\DOT_EAO\groundwater\cara\Clark
WSDOT/
Clark Co.

24K EAO

Critical Aquifer Recharge Areas, Franklin 
County

maps\250K\DOT_EAO\groundwater\cara\Franklin
WSDOT/
Franklin 

Co.
250K EAO

Critical Aquifer Recharge Areas, Island 
County

maps\noscale\DOT_EAO\groundwater\cara\Island
WSDOT/
Island Co.

none EAO
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(See also:  http://www.wsdot.wa.gov/gis/GeoDataCatalog)

5/12/2000

Data Set Title file location Originator
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Steward

Critical Aquifer Recharge Areas, King 
County

maps\100K\DOT_EAO\groundwater\cara\King
WSDOT/
King Co.

100K EAO

Critical Aquifer Recharge Areas, Kitsap 
County

maps\24K\DOT_EAO\grounwater\cara\Kitsap
WSDOT/

Kitsap 
Co.

24K EAO

Critical Aquifer Recharge Areas, Lincoln 
County

maps\500K\DOT_EAO\groundwater\cara\Lincoln
WSDOT/
Lincoln 

Co.
500K EAO

Critical Aquifer Recharge Areas, Pend 
Oreille County

maps\24K\DOT_EAO\grounwater\cara\PendOreille

WSDOT/
Pend 
Oreille 

Co.

24K EAO

Critical Aquifer Recharge Areas, Pierce 
County

maps\noscale\DOT_EAO\groundwater\cara\Pierce
WSDOT/

Pierce 
Co.

none EAO

Critical Aquifer Recharge Areas, Spokane 
County

maps\100K\DOT_EAO\groundwater\cara\Spokane
WSDOT
/Spokane 

Co.
100K EAO

Critical Aquifer Recharge Areas, Thurston 
County

maps\24K\DOT_EAO\grounwater\cara\Thurston
WSDOT/
Thurston 

Co.
24K EAO

Critical Aquifer Recharge Areas, Whatcom 
County

maps\500K\DOT_EAO\groundwater\cara\Whatcom
WSDOT
/Whatco
m Co.

500K EAO

Sole Source Aquifers maps\100K\USEPA\SSA EPA 100K EAO

Wellhead Protection Zones--
statewide

maps\24K\DOT_EAO\groundwater\wellzones\statewpz WSDOT 24K EAO

Wellhead Protection Zones--
Thurston

maps\24K\DOT_EAO\groundwater\wellzones\Thurston
Thurston 

Co.
24K EAO

Wells, Group A, WA State maps\24K\DOT_EAO\groundwater\grpawell WSDOT 24K EAO

Wells, Group B, WA State maps\24K\DOT_EAO\groundwater\grpbwell WSDOT 24K EAO

Hazardous Materials
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Data Set Title file location Originator
source 
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Steward

CERCLIS--Comprehensive 
Environment Response 
Compensation and Liability 
Information System (Superfund 
sites)

maps\noscale\DOE\Cerc-r10 WADOE none EAO

RCRA Facilities--generators, 
transporters, treaters, storers, and 
disposers of hazardous waste

maps\noscale\DOE\Rcra-r10 EPA none EAO

Toxic Cleanup Program sites--
confirmed and suspected hazardous 
materials sites

maps\noscale\DOE\Tcpsites WADOE none EAO

Hydrography

Coastlines, Puget Sound and 
Columbia River (Major Shorelines)

maps\500k\DOT_Cartog\coast WSDOT 500K Geo

Dams maps\noscale\DOE\dams WADOE none EAO

Double Banked Streams maps\100K\DOE\hydro\dbank WADOE 100K EAO

Estuaries maps\100K\DOE\hydro\estuary WADOE 100K EAO

Floodzones (100 and 500 yr. floods)--
Thurston County

maps\24K\county\Thurston\thurfldz
Thurston 

Co.
24K EAO

FEMA Floodzones (by county)--
statewide

maps\24K\FEMA FEMA 24K EAO

Framework Hydro of WA (Statewide 
and by HUC)

maps\100k\DOE\WaFwHydro WADOE 100K Geo

Hydro features-Statewide maps\24K\DOE\hydro WADOE 24K Geo

Hydro features-Thurston County maps\24K\county\Thurston\thurhydr
Thurston 

Co.
24K EAO

Lakes maps\100K\DOE\hydro\lake WADOE 100K EAO

Major Lakes of Washington maps\500k\DOT_Cartog\lake WSDOT 500K Geo

Major Rivers of Washington maps\100K\DOE\M-rivers WADOE 100K EAO

National Wetlands Inventory (by 
quadrangle and by county)

maps\24K\USFW\NWI USFW 24K EAO

Streams maps\100K\DOE\hydro\stream WADOE 100K EAO

WA County Series, Hydrography maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\county\<county>\<county>hyd WSDOT 24K Geo

Sub-basins of Watershed Resource 
Inventory Areas (Watersheds)

maps\250K\DOE\subWRIA WADOE 250K EAO

Watershed Resource Inventory 
Areas (Watersheds)

maps\100K\DOE\WRIA WADOE 100K EAO
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5/12/2000

Data Set Title file location Originator
source 
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Steward

Plants
Plant Heritage - Rare and Native 
Plants -Puget Sound

maps\24K\DNR\psheritg WADNR 24K EAO

Plant Heritage - Rare and Native 
Plants - WA state

maps\24K\DNR\waheritg WADNR 24K EAO

Water Quality
1994 303d listed water bodies--
Impaired Waters under 303d of the 
Federal Clean Water Act

maps\100K\DOE\303D\d303estuary, 
maps\100K\DOE\303D\d303stream, 
maps\100K\DOE\303D\d303lake

WADOE 100K EAO

National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System Sites: sites 
holding permit to discharge 
wastewater to surface water

maps\noscale\DOE\NPDES WADOE none EAO

National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System Permit Areas:

   Cedar/Green maps\500K\DOT_EAO\NPDES\npdes-cg WSDOT 500K EAO

   Clark County maps\500K\DOT_EAO\NPDES\npdes-cl WSDOT 500K EAO

   Island/Snohomish Co. maps\500K\DOT_EAO\NPDES\npdes-is WSDOT 500K EAO

   South Puget Sound maps\500K\DOT_EAO\NPDES\npdes-ps WSDOT 500K EAO
   Spokane County maps\500K\DOT_EAO\NPDES\npdes-sp WSDOT 500K EAO
Stormwater Outfall along State 
Routes

maps\24K\DOT_EAO\outfall\outfall_latlong WSDOT 24K EAO
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DEFINITIONS—

Data Set Title: Title or commonly used name of the data set.
File Location: The path by which the data set is located on 

WSDOT's GIS servers.
Originator: The creator or source of the data set.
Source scale: The scale denominator of the data set's source 

material. For example, 24K indicates data derived 
from sources at 1:24,000 scale.

Steward: The organization responsible for providing the data 
set to WSDOT.

ABBREVIATIONS—
24K 1:24,000 scale—1 map inch represents 2,000 feet
100K 1:100,000 scale—1 map inch represents 1.58 miles
250K 1:250,000 scale—1 map inch represents 3.95 miles
500K 1:500,000 scale—1 map inch represents 7.89 miles
Cartog WSDOT Cartography Section
DCTED Washington Department of Community, Trade and Economic Development
EAO WSDOT Environmental Affairs Office
ESD Washington  Employment Security Department
FEMA Federal Emergency Management Agency
Geo WSDOT Geographic Services
LRS Linear Reference System
NMFS National Marine Fisheries Service

noscale data is of mixed scales or scale not applicable
PSRC Puget Sound Regional Council
USEPA United States Environmental Protection Agency
USFW United States Fish and Wildlife Service
USGS United States Geological Survey
USCB United States Census Bureau
IACOR Interagency Committee on Outdoor Recreation

WADNR Washington Department of Natural Resources

WADOH Washington State Department of Health

WADOE Washington Department of Ecology
WDFW Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife
WSDOT Washington State Department of Transportation
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Appendix C-2:    

Environmental Streamlining National Memorandum of Understanding
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/nmou4.htm

Environmental Streamlining Action Plan
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/apsr2_00.htm

Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/tea21/h240subc.htm#1309

Appendix C-4:

Environmental Streamlining National Memorandum of Understanding
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/nmou4.htm

Appendix E4:

National Cooperative Highway Research Program, Project 25-23, FY 2000
Environmental Management Information System for Transportation Projects
http://www4.nas.edu/trb/crp.nsf/NCHRP+Projects
then look under Area 25 for Project 25-23

Appendix F, Resources:

Interagency Guidance: Transportation Funding for Federal Agency Coordination
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/title23.htm

Appendix G, Agreements & Forms:

Please contact the individual state transportation agency representative for information
regarding their Agreements & Forums.
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